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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

Applicant's election without traverse of claims 1-6, 14, 16 and 18 in the reply filed 
on 3/4/08 is acknowledged. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

I. Claims 1-5, 14, 16 and 18 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable overTanaka (U.S. Patent No. 6,519,048) 

Regarding claims 1, 14, 16, Tanaka discloses an image processing apparatus 
equipped with a plurality of processings for image data, comprising: 

a communication device which receives and transmits image data and a 
command through a network; (Fig. 1 , item 101 is a network interface. Fig. 2 shows data 
and various commands to be transferred) 

a first processor which performs a first processing in the plurality of processings 
for the image data received by said communication device; (Fig. 1, item 103 is a raster 
image data generator for rasterizing image data) 
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a second processor which performs a second processing in the plurality of 
processings, different from the first processing, for the image data received by said 
communication device; (Fig. 1, item 106, column 7, lines 18-27, the image data 
manager is used for converting an image format) and 

It does not explicitly disclose "a controller which makes said first processor 
perform the first processing, makes said second processor perform the second 
processing and transmits the image data processed by said second processor through 
said communication device to an external apparatus which transmits the image data 
when the first and second processings are instructed by the command received by said 
communication device." 

However, Tanaka discloses in Fig. 4 and in column 8, lines 30-38 discloses a 
CPU 303 that is used to control the functions of the printer. While the above limitation is 
not explicitly disclosed, one of ordinary skill would realize that the CPU would be the 
one to tell the other modules to perform their respective functions. In addition, column 
1 0, lines 60-64 discloses that thumbnails can be displayed. Also in column 1 1 , lines 1 9- 
35, Tanaka discloses that the data can be shown in HTML on the host, suggesting that 
the data would be transmitted from the printer to a host computer (i.e. an external 
source) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have used a CPU to control the various functions in a networked 
printer. 
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The motivation would have been to allow centralized control. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to alter to obtain the invention as 
specified. 

Regarding claim 2, Tanaka discloses the image processing apparatus according 
to claim 1 , wherein said first processor performs printing of the image data. (Fig. 1 , item 
104. Although this is a different item than the raster image data generator 103, one of 
ordinary skill would realize that the different modules can be combined to perform the 
claimed functions) 

Regarding claim3, Tanaka discloses the image processing apparatus according 
to claim 1 , wherein said first processor transmits a file of portable document format of 
the image data, (column 7, lines 18-27, the conversion can be to a jpeg or pdf) 

Regarding claim 4, Tanaka discloses the image processing apparatus according 
to claim 1, wherein said second processor performs file conversion of the image data. 
(Fig. 1, item 106, column 7, lines 18-27, the image data manager is used for converting 
an image format) 

Regarding claim 5, Tanaka discloses the image processing apparatus according 
to claim 4, wherein an amount of image data is reduced by the file conversion. (Again, 
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the above mentions a conversion to a jpeg, which is known to be compressed data 
format) 

Regarding claim 18, Tanaka discloses an image forming apparatus comprising: 

a communication device which receives and transmits image data through a 
network; (Fig. 1, item 101 is a network interface. Fig. 2 shows data and various 
commands to be transferred) 

a printer which prints image data received by said communication device on a 
recording medium; (Fig. 1, item 104, print engine) 

a data processor which converts the image data received by said communication 
device to a predetermined file format; (Fig. 1, item 106, column 7, lines 18-27, the 
image data manager is used for converting an image format) 

a controller which makes said printer to print the received image data and makes 
said communication device transmit the converted image data through the network to a 
predetermined destination. (Again, from claim 1 above, Fig. 4 and in column 8, lines 30- 
38 discloses a CPU 303 that is used to control the functions of the printer. The 
explanation of the obviousness would be the same as above) 

II. Claim 6 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tanaka 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,519,048) in view of Tachibana (U.S. PG. Pub. No. 20010053246) 
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Regarding claim 6, the Tanaka reference discloses the usage of color conversion 
on image data, but does not disclose OCR. 

Thus, it does not explicitly disclose "the image processing apparatus according 
to claim 1 , wherein said second processor performs color conversion or correction with 
use of optical character recognition for the image data." 

However, Tachibana discloses in P[0066] that OCR is used in combination with 
color conversion. 

Tanaka and Tachibana are combinable because both are in the art of converting 

data. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have used OCR along with the color conversion. 

The motivation would have been to allow more efficient conversion of characters 

or text. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Tanaka and Tachibana to 
obtain the invention as specified. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Yixing Qin whose telephone number is (571)272-7381 . 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:30-6:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Moore can be reached on (571 ) 272-7437. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

YQ 

/Mark K Zimmerman/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2625 



